
EXHIBIT* F' £*&> 


STATE OF LOUISIANA 
PARISH OF ORLEANS 


BEFORE HE, the undersigned authority, personally 
came and appeared: 

DAVID CHANDLER 

who, after being first duly sworn, declared that: 

I have been employed by Life Magazine for the past 
three years as Representative Reporter in the New Orleans 
area, among other locations,, 

My interest in the late David W* Ferrie began in mid- 
Nov ember 1966 with the information that Ferrie was definitely 
linked to organized crime figures such as Carlos Marcello, In 
my conversations with Jim Garrison in early December, 1966 I 
was surprised to learn he, too, was concentrating on Ferrie 

vis a vis the assassination, I was further surprised to find 

. * 

him ignoring Ferrie s organized crime associations and exclusively 
concerning himself with Ferrie T s much less obvious anti-Castro 
associations. Several times in December and January, I tact- 
fully attempted to steer Garrison into at least considering 
organized crime's possible involvement with the assassination. 

\ X was unsuccessful. On the evening of January 24, 1967, I 
pressed harder with the ploy detailed below, written at that 
time as a memo to myself. 

In the January 26 interview by Ward, I did not enter 
into any extensive, or I should say candid, dialogue with him 
because I wasn r t confident of my legal rights and know from 
personal knowledge that both Garrison and Ward's offices are 
wired for surreptitious tape recordings and feared any candid 





dialogue would be used against me. 1 decided to wait first 
for some legal advice and, second, to talk to Ward in a public 
and unwired place. 

That juncture occurred two days prior to the States- 
I tern* s first break on the story (approximately Feb. 17) in the 
anteroom of the District Attorney^ office complex and in the 
presence of S-I reporter Rosemary James. I told Ward then X 
had been advised that his use of the Grand Jury subpoena to 
question me was an abuse of Grand Jury powers. I told him 
that if I ever again heard of such misuse of the Grand Jury 
subpoena by him or his office I would endeavor to bring the 
whole record of grand jury subpoenas before the empaneling 
Judge (Shea) with attendant publicity. To my knowledge it 
was after that conversation that the DA f s office shifted from 
using Grand Jury subpoenas for their interrogations to a law 
empowering DA's subpoenas which had become effective January 
1, 1967 . 

At the time the above mentioned memo was written, it 
was my opinion the DA r s office was attempting to intimidate me 
from asking questions embarrassing to Jim Garrison. That opinion 
remains at this writing. 

On the evening of January 24, Max Gonzales and Be- 
tective Louis Ivon of the District Attorney's office came to 
meet Pelham and myself in the Richelieu Hotel. Mostly, Pelham 
talked to Gonzales and X talked to Ivon, Ivon gave me a copy 
of the November 25 report on the raid on Ferrie's apartment. 

I studied it and asked Ivon if he had heard of any passports 
being found in the apartment. I told him X had heard this in- 
formation a couple of years ago from Sgt, Raymond Comstock, who 


- 2 - 


lad the 1963 re Id and who resigned from the BA's office some 
two years ago to rejoin the Police Intelligence Unit after a 
personality clash with Garrison and Pershing Gervais, Ivon 
said this was news to him and was very interested, I asked 
him why the original case against Ferrie was dropped. He 
said he didn't know, I asked if it was possible Pershing had 
been bribed. He was noncommittal but again interested. At 
this point Gonzales joined the conversation and I told him we 
were discussing the bribe possibility. The matter was then 
dropped and we went on to other things. 

On the night of January 25* X returned to my apart- 
ment and found the subpoena (attached) , I subsequently phoned 
Garrison who said he couldn't discuss the matter before I 
appeared but expected to talk to me immediately afterward. 

At 8:45 A.M, I talked briefly to my attorney* N.O, 
Sheriff Louis Heyd* who like myself was completely puzzled as 
to why I was being called before the Grand Jury. He said con- 
flict of interest prevented him from representing me, and advised 
that I invoke the 5th on all sensitive questions* I then went 
to the Grand Jury Room and was told by A1 Qser he didn't know 
why I'd been called but that I was to see Charles Ward* Garrison *s 
top assistant. I did so and after a 45 minute wait was admitted. 
Ward called in a stenographer, first name Lorraine* 
then told me that all accusations of bribery occurring in the 
BA r s office were being turned over to the Grand Jury for in- 
vestigation. He said this case would be brought before the 
jury and with his power of notary was swearing me in. (The 
Implication was that he was acting in behalf of the Grand Jury, 
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although he didn’t say this specifically) . X took the oath 
and after the usual identification preliminaries questioned 
me closely about a December, 1962, repeat, December, 1962 
extortion charge against Ferrie subsequently dropped* He 
questioned closely about my informants. I declined to answer 
all questions pertaining to my informants, my belief in a 
bribery, my knowledge of a bribery, I told him I had asked 
Ivon and Gonzales if it was possible a bribery had occurred. 

He attempted to weave this into the questioning as my 
’’hypothesis" that a bribery did occur. He was unsuccessful 
and the stenographer was dismissed. He said X was an unethical 
journalist for asking such "poisonous” questions and said he 
was "officially 11 advising me to get counsel because I would 
be brought before the Grand Jury, He said I could be liable 
to perjury. I asked him if he would like my opinion of his 
ethics and he said no, Ivon was present during part of the 
questioning and we left Ward’s office together. Ivon was 
distressed about the whole thing and reassured me that it was 
not him that had told Garrison or Ward. He implied it was 
Gonzales and said he was brought into Garrison and asked if 
the conversation occurred and replied yes. 

Immediately afterward* I talked to my attorney Heyd 
again. He was amazed at what he called the abuse of the 
Grand Jury powers (I gave him no particulars, just said I was 
questioned about a possible bribery). He said Ward’s action 
was completely illegal and amounted to a "bullshit" coercion. 

He recommended a lawyer named Honk Zelden who he thinks will 
be effective if the matter comes up again. 
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It seems to me that Garrison and Ward had two 
motives* The first* to find out for their private use my 
informants and any bribery knowledge* Two* to intimidate 
me from asking further indiscreet questions. 

When I went in to see Ward, he rationalised that 
the office now has a policy whereby all bribery accusations 
are brought before the Grand Jury. Therefore* he was 
questioning me. I subsequently learned he was not acting 
legally in behalf of the Grand Jury, Any information he gained 
from me would not have to go before the Grand Jury* He could 
keep it for his own and act as he saw fit. If he was truly 
interested in making it an official inquiry, why not bring it 
before the Grand Jury itself? The only answers I can get are 
the ones in the first paragraph* 

It is my belief, based upon all of the facts recited 
above and my impression, based upon the entire history as 
outlined above, that the Grand Jury subpoena has been used 
as a retaliatory measure against me and that a pattern of such 
use by the District Attorney creates an atmosphere of intimida- 
tion among the members of the news media in this community. 

DAVID CHANDLER 


Sworn to and subscribed before me 
this day of_ , 1967 




r* it 


NOTARY PUBLIC 
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IITTESaOGATIOS OF DAVID CHAHDL5R SY CHID? ASSISTS”: DISTRICT 
ATTORHDY CHARLES fU WARD OX THURSDAY , JAX0ARY 27, 1567 FROM 
APPROXI XATFLY 9 : 2 0 a ,m ■ TO 9;40 3.^. 


■< 1 


WARD: 

You were subpoenaed because we are aware of an 


allegation of a bribe in this office. The purpose 
of the questioning is to, determine what you know 
about the allegation of a bribe relative to the 
case of David Ferrie. Whenever we uncover or hear 
of a rumor in which allegations such as this are 
involved, ,we are preparing a case for presentation 
to the Grand Jury- We are preparing a case now 

like we prepare any other case because we consider 
it a serious matter when anybody in our office is 
questioned of their integrity. The testimony is 
going to be recorded in lieu of the Grand Jury 
subpoena* 1 am sure you are aware of the conse- 
quences of any answers or testimony after I give you 
the oath. This is a result possibly of remarks 
which you have passed on to us in the past but other 
persons have also. 

CHANDLER: 

Do you swear that you will testify truly and truth- 
fully as to the testimony you are about to give in 
the matter of the ‘in the case 

of David w. Ferrie? 

I swear * 

WARD; 

You are under oath. 




i:?is?aoGAT 
attorney c 

APPEOaIMAT 

WARD : 

CfCANDLER; 

WARD: 

CHANDLER; 

WARD: 

■CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD; 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER; 

WARD; 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 


ICE 0? DAVID C HAULER 3Y CHIE? ASSISTA-L? BISTEI 
MARLEH E. WARD ON THURSDAY, JA2EJARY 27, 1967 FE 
PL Y 9:20 a*r.. TO 9:40 a.-* 

State your name* 

David chandler. , 

What is your address? 

724 Governor Kicholls* 

Occupation? 

Journalist , 

Marital Status? 

Married* 

To whom are you married? 

Patricia Morin chandler* 

What is your wife's occupation or profession? 
Journalist * 

How long have you been so employed or engaged in 
this profession? 

Nine years* 

What was your employment or occupation on 
December 23, 1962? 

Journalist * 

Were you employed by any corporation or any particuL 
person at that time? 

Times- Picayune f Inc * 

Where were you residing then? 

i 

To the best of my knowledge at 533 Dumaine. 

Do you Know one David Ferrie? 

Yes* 

Do you know him personally? 

I have net him - talked to him* 

When? 

December, 1966'* 


CHANDLER: 


b o 
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** ’ f 

v:a tjdz 

Where? 

CHANDLER: 

Lak ef rorit Air por t - 

WARD : 

Who was present? 

CHANDLER : 

Mr, Lynn Pelham and other persons whose names I can't 
answer because J don 1 L have my notes with me. 

WARD:. 

Prior to that time? 

CHANDLER: 

No . . 

WARD: 

Was that your first personal acquaintance with him? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of ray knowledge, yes. 

WARD: 

Are you acquainted with the charge against David 
Petrie relative to extortion and intimidation of a 
witness which charge was in the Criminal District 
Court? 

CHANDLER: 

No. 

WARD: 

Do you know the alleged victim of the extortion, 
John Cater, in that case? 

CHANDLER: 

• "> 

Not to the best of my knowledge. 

WARD: 

Do you know one of the alleged witnesses, Michael 
Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of my knowledge, no. 

WARD: 

Did you have any knowledge of this case In December, 
1962? 

CHANDLER: 

No, 

WARDS 

When did you first acquire knowledge of the case of 
the State vs, David Ferrie relative to extortion? 

CHANDLER : 

Here and now! 

WARD: 

Are you saying that today is the first time you have 
had knowledge of the facts in the case of the State 
vs, David Ferrie in the matter of extortion? 

CHANDLER: 

Yes. 

WARD: 

Are you acquainted with anything to the fact situation 
concerning David Ferrie wherein he was charged in the' 
Criminal District Court? 

CHANDLER : 

I had hoard that he was charged. 

WARD; 

From whom? 
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CHANDLER; Tnis whole thing cn-== ss a surprise. Without 

counsel I decline to answer on the grounds that it 
will tend to incr irrdnate me * 

WARD; Did you inform Detective Louis Ivon and Max Gonnales 

that there was a bribe or there was money given to 
a former employee or investigator of the District 
Attorney's office to intervene in this case? 

CHANDLER; Did I inform them of this? No. 

WARD: What did you say? 

CHANDLER i To the best of my knowledge I asked them if this was 
possible. 

WARD: ’ What caused you to ask this question? 

CHANDLER: It* is a routine question in my line of work. 

WARD: ' Did you ask the question about any other case? 

CHANDLER; Ask these two particular gentlemen questions on any 
other case? 

WARD: Why did you select the case of David Ferric to ask 

questions? 

CHANDLER: Because it was the case I was interested in at that 

mome n t . 

WARD: Did you have any prior information about the charge 

that would cause you to ask about this case? 

CHANDLER; I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me. I have no counsel to advise me. 

WARD: When did you first learn of the facts which led you 

to ask this question? 

CHANDLER; I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: To whom did you first communicate this information? 

CHANDLER: I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 

to incriminate me* 

WARD: Why did you wait to disclose this information if you 

had it in the past? 

CHANDLER: I decline to answer on the grounds that It would tend 

to incriminate me. 

WARD: Are you aware that the victim and the witness in this 

case both declined to testify for the State referring' 
to the case of, extortion of David Ferrie? 

CHANDLER : The victim and 

WARD: The witness. 

CHANDLER: No, I am not aware ox that. 




CHANDLER : 





f - 

V;AHD: 

Are you aware that the victim, John Cater, ar.d the 
-witness, Michael Crouchet* declihsci to testify rcr 
the State when the case was set for trial? 

CHANDLER £ 

s n" 

I am not aware of that. 

WARD; 

Are you also aware that Reverend John H * Mullahy of 
the Society of Jesus intervened for David Ferric end 
requested a new investigation in light of the sworn 
statements of the victim and witness, John Cater and 
Michael Crouchet? 

CHANDLER; 

l am not aware of that, no. 

HARD: 

Are you aware that Michael crouchet and John Cater, 
although subpoenaed to testify refused to do so on 
the date the case was called for trial? 

CHANDLER : 

I ani not aware of that. 

WARD; 

Do you have any information that would indicate that 
either Michael crouchet or John Cater received any- 
thing of value in order not to talk - to induce them 
not to testify? 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Do you have any information that Reverend John H. 
Mullahy received anything of value to induce him to 
intervene for the defendant David Ferr Le . 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Do you have any knowledge of the case which was 
filed in Jefferson Parish in which Michael Crouchet 
and John Cater were witnesses? 

CHANDLER: 

On a case filed in Jefferson Parish In which these 
two were witnesses? No, 

WARD: 

Are you aware that David Ferrie was charged with 
obscenity in Jefferson Parish and that Michael 
Crouchet and John Cater were alleged witnesses in 
this case? 

CHANDLER: 

Of the case in toto, no, I am not aware. 

WARD: 

Do you have any knowledge of the disposition of the 
Jefferson Parish case? 

CHANDLER : 

I have none. 

WARD: 

Arc you aware of the date the Jefferson Parish case 
was dismissed? 

CHANDLER : 

I am not , 


- 

* 

Jj-Saav. ", __ jj 
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WARD; 

WHv v;opld anyone offer a bribe to dismiss a css = 
relative to extortion of a wit ness in a csss "tare 
ths primary case with the witness to test if:’ has 
been dismissed. 

CHANDLER 1 

l * 

I decline to answer on ths grounds that It may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Why would anyone offer a bribe for any intercession 
in a case where the two witnesses to the alleged 
criminal act have declined to testify for the State? 

CHANDLER: 

1 decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

Do you know of any rational reason or explanation 
that would induce someone to give money to anyone 

CHANDLER: 

to dismiss an untriable case? 

Speaking from the realm of speculation or from my 
own knowledge? 

WARD: 

Your own knowledge. 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

Since the case rs untriable when the witnesses 
decline to testify for the state, why should anyone 
who is sane give money to anyone in the District 
Attorney's office to intercede? In the realm of 
speculation* 

CHANDLER: 

in the realm of speculation it is possible that the 
person offering the bribe may be unaware that the 
District Attorney's office has made a decision not 
to try the case* This is one possibility. 

WARD: 

Are you aware that G. Wray Gill represented David 
Ferrle in the alleged case of extortion? 

CHANDLER: 

I am not aware of the alleged case of extortion. 

I am aware that G . Wray Gill represented David Ferri 

WARD: 

Are you aware that two witnesses for the prosecution 
Michael Crouchet and John Cater, and the Reverend 
John H* Mullahy communicated to Wray Gill, Ferrie*s 
attorney, that they did not desire to testify for 
the prosecution prior to the trial of the case? 

CHANDLER : 

i am not* 

WARD: 

Are you aware that Wray Gill communicated this to 
David Perrie? 

CHANDLER : 

I am not aware of that. 


mssi ■ 

Do vou have any explanation, with in the r sal;:. of 
speculation, why, when the attorney for the defender.: 
knew that the S tana's witnesses would r.ot testify, 
the defendant would offer' a bribe to anyone in the 
District Attorney 1 s office? 

CHANDLER : 

In the realm of speculation it is possible that the 
defendant is unaware that the case is in this 
situation , 

WARD; 

Then your whole hypothesis would be based on the lac) 
of commun ic a t i on or lack of knowledge ol David Ferric 
the defendant, in the action taken by his attorney 
and the witnesses? 

*. * 
CHANDLER: 

My hypothesis on what? 

WARD: 

That there was money paid to a former employee of 
the District Attorney's office* 

# 

CHANDLER: 

I don't recall that I said this was my hypothesis* 

WARD: 

| * 

Have you over alleged or inferred in any manner that 
a former employee of the District Attorney's office 
received money to intercede in any case in which 
David Ferrie was charged in the Criminal District 
Court? 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer. 

WARD: 

Are you saying that you decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate you? 

CHANDLER: 

Yes and I have no benefit of counsel. 

V7ARD: 

Do you realize that you, by your refusal to answer, 
arc saying that you possibly have committed an act 
which may be a crime and in violation of the laws of 
the State of Louisiana? 

CHANDLER: 

I don't realize that at all, I am ignorant in the 
nature of the law and I have no counsel and I decline 
to answer on the grounds that it may tend to incrim” 
ina te me , 


TESTIMONY WAS CONCLUDED . 
SUPPLEMENTAL: 


CHANDLER: 

Is that all? 

WARD: 

Well, you have now executed and completed the Grand 
Jury subpoena* Why would you ever think that any- 
body would pay money to sny member of the District 
Attorney's office — to Gervais — to dispose of a 
case which could not be tried? 


- .>r e . 


CKATDJIR: 

WARD: 

m 

CHANDLER: 

WARD; 

. CHANDLER : 
WARD; 

CHANDLER: 



It Is par t c f ?zy job — by nature end training -- 
that I threw bre^i on the wat sr and v;hat ctn^? 

back to re — as a feedback. 

o 

> t 

I don't object to your technique but what I do object 
to is when the bread Is poisoned, when it is a 
malicious lie end when it is so devastating. When 
you do 'this you are engaging in unethical practices. 

Wall, everybody is entitled to his own opinion. 

My opinion of you is that you are an unethical 
practitioner . 

is that all? 

We may proceed further with this in the Grand Jury 
and 1 now advise you £o secure the advice and service 

0 f f a 1 awy e r to a dv^i se y ou ~1' h this matter. 

1 will* 



iSCi* . iiSk. 4 •• 


l 
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WARD; 

cmmm -i; 

SLcfce you • name. 

;v * / 

David Chandler - 

WARD: 

What is your address? 

CHANDLER: 

724 Governor Kic holla. 

WARD* 

Occupation? 

CHANDLER: 

Journalist. 

WARD; 

Marital status? 

CHAN 07 -HR; 

Harried. 

WARD: 

To whom are you married? 

CHAtjDI.ER: 

Patricia Morin Chandler. 

WARP; 

What is your wife 1 s ■ occupation or profession? 

CHANDLER: 

Journalist . 

WARS: 

How long have you been so employed or eng aged in 
this profession? 

CHANDLER: 

Wine years. 

WARD: 

What was your employment or occupation on 
Dec ember 26, 1962? 

■' % 

Journalist. a » 

WARD: 

Were you employed by any corporal. ion or any purticn.1 
person at that time? 

CHANDLER: 

Tir ies "'Picayune t Inc* 

WARD; 

Where were you residing then? 


To the best of my knowledge at 533 puma 'in e . 

WARD: 

Do you know one David Ferric? 


Yes . 

WARD; 

Do you know him personally? 

CHANDLER: 

1 have mat him -- talked to him,. 

WARD; 

When? 

CHA ; 

Pmcembtr. 15Sfe : - 
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-NARD: 

Where? 

cumsmzi 

Lake front Airport. 

v;akd: 

V7ho was present? 

GBA^DLER: 

Mr. Lynn Pel ii^ and othur persons whose names I can't' 
answer because I don't have r. ; y notes with me. 

V7ARD: 

Prior* to that time? 

CHANDLER: 

No. 

WARD: 

V;v: that your first p rsonal acquit in La nc a with hirrtf 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of my knowledge, yes. 

WARD ; 

Arc you acquainted with the charge against David 
Ferric relative to extortion and intimidation of a 
witness which charge v.-vs in the Criminal District, 
Court? 

CHANDLER : 

No ■ 

WARD: 

Do you know the alleged victim of the extortion, 
John Cater# in that case? 

CHANDLER: 

Not to the best of tuy knowledge. 

WARD: 

Do you know one of the alleged witnesses, Michael 
CrOUChct? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of my knowledge, no. 

WARD: 

Did you have any knowledge of this case in Dece^br.r , 
1962? 

CHANDLER: 

No. 

V; ARD : 

When did you first acquire knowledge of the case of f 
the state vs. David Ferric relative to extortion? 

CHANDLER: 

Here and now .* 

WARD: 

Are you saying that today is the first time you have 
had knowledge of the facts in the case of the State 
vs. David Ferric in the matter of extortion? 

( .■ s 

Yes. 

WARD; 

Are you acqu a int ed with anything to the f & c t si t u a t i or 
concerning David Ferric wherein "he was charged in the* 
C r im iual D I s t riot Com r l ? 

CHANDLER: 

I h ad h a * r d that h o wa s eh arg o d . 


mnu: 


From who:"? 


- J- 



: • £■ ■•••:. i i -..iR-: ce • s e,s * if - , v •: , 

counsel 1 dec live tc nr r • nr or the gre-vrnis that it 
will tend to tnc: ’initiate*- :: ^ , 

KAi i-Di 

Bid you inform Eeterti’/r Louis i von sr.d ;*iax t-onscl .:- =■ 
that thci-e was a L‘ it €>• the ire was money given to 
a former -employee or investigator of the District 
At t or n ty 1 s o ; ' 1 c c t o in t e, 1 v e ne in this cs sc? 

CHANDLER: 

Did I inform them of this? No, 

WARD: 

What did yon say? 

CHAI WLZ1U 

To the best of my knowledge I asked them if this wdk 
possible , 

WARD: 

What caused you to ask this question? 

CHANDLER; 

It is a routine qic : Li or. in my line of work. 

WARD: 

Did you ask the question about any other case? 

CHANDLER: 

Ask these two particular gentlemen questions on any 
other case? 

WARD; 

Why did you select the case of David Ferric to ask 
quest lasts? 

CHANDLER: 

Because it was the case I was interested in at that 
moment * 

WARD! 

Did you have any prior information about the charge 
that would cause you to ask about this case? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the ground? that it would tend 
to incriminate me * I have no counsel to advise me. 

WARD: 

When did you first lean: of the facts which led you 
to ask this question? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would ten 1 
to incriminate mo. 

WARD: 

To whom did you first communicate this information? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to Incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Why did you wait to disclose this information if you 
had it In tin pant? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to- answer on the grounds L hat it would tone, 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Arc you a /arc that the victim and the witness in thfr 
case both d. clinic. f<» testify for the State referring 
to the case or extortion of David Ferric? 

C. " 

The victim and 

WARD: 

The witness* 


Xo 4 1 am not i : , of lAcL. 

* * 

* 


..... 



Ar s you av; are that t h'5 viol in' , V T o r : l CM z er , * n ; f t h a 
witness 4 Michael Crpv.t': at , dsc-ir_d to t ratify for 
the State when the case v. as set for trial? 

Cj - • ^ : . - ' ■ 

I ett nor aware or vhc4,» 

WARD: 

Arc. you also aware that Reverend John H. Mullahy of 
t he Soc i e ty of J esus interv ened f or Dav 1 d . pe r r i c a. nd 
requested a new investigation in light of the sworn 
stale-- -ant £3 of the victim and -witness, John Cater and 
M i chae 1 Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: 

*■ 

I an i not aware of that, no*' 

WARD: 

Ar e you a w are 1 1 i ■ = : . . :■ : i c A a e 1 C r on Che 1 and John Cate r , 
although subpoenaed' to testify refused to do so on 
the date the case was called for trial? 

CHANDLER: 

1 am not aware of that* 

WARD: 

Do you have any information that would indicate that 
either M iohael C r ou c h e t ox J ohn C a to i received any- 
thing of value in order not to talk - to induce them 
not to testify? 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer’ on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

Do you have any infer mat ion that Reverend John H. 
Muiiahy received anything of value to induce him. to 
intervene for the defendant David Ferric* 

CHANDLER: 

j deal in c to answer on the. grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

* ■ 

Do you have any knowledge of the care which -was 
filed in Jefferson Parish in which. Michael Crouchet 
and John Cater were witnesses? s> ' 

CHANDLER: 

Or. a case -Hied in Jefferson Parish in which these 
two were witnesses? No* 

WARD; 

Are you aware that David Ferric was charged with 
obscenity in Jefferson Parish and that Michael 
C r o u c h r t a n d John C a 1 1 r we r e a 1 1 e j s d w j. -t n c i s s ns in 
this case? 

CHANDLER: 

Of the case in toto, no, 1 aru not aware. 

WARD: 

Do you have any knowledge of the disposition of the 
defier see Parish case? 

CHANDLER: 

1 have none . 

WARD: 

Are you aware of the date the Jefferson Parish c&sr 
was dismissed? 


CHANDLER: 


I r. of. 


vl-wl : 

Ci-ADDr, r, 
WARD: 

CHANDLER; 
- WARD; 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 
CHANDLER : 

WARD; 

CHANDLER ; 

WARD; 

Cilh Jisl-ER; 
WARD: 

CHANDLER; 

WARD: 



'?iiy wrafes «r or*s of^er a Mibe to a I s-ii &s r oas = 

3r--I? :.’v *' r ^ r e. wltnw- : rsw : . -- 

tJts . ?e ■ : -r - ^ witc. £$. • . tei£; :y 

’beer, 

' 

to incrimiwrt _■ ma « 

Vffry would er.yunc offer a bribe for any interoassivn 1 
in a esse v - s r c- r. 3 ■ a L wo v * 1 r ‘ : • e s .v c s i *■ - t h r e: i 1 u ;uu 
criminal act have declined to testify for the Str’s? 

.1 decline to answer on the grounds that it may fc$n& 

to incr im 1 f , j to me * 

■•-■■ 

Dp you kno- ' of any fat ion:- 1 reason or ewplnnr- .1 ion 
tiro, V would induce :- •. ;-io:v; LO give money to a r.yorie 
to d i r n i r.r an u n t r '► ab 1 c c are? 

Speaking from the realty of speculation or from my 
own knowledge? 

Youi own knowledge . 

I cieciii - to nnsv on the grounds that it may te.:ci 
to incriminate me. 

Since the care is iui triable when the witnesses 
decline to testify for the state, why should anyone 
who if. sane give money to any in the Dislrjji 
Attorney 's office to intercede? In the realm of 
specn la tlon * 

In the realm of speculation it is possible: that th : 
person offering the brlb my bo unaware that the 
District Attorney’s office has nude a decision not 
to. try the c : r . This is on o . po s s 5 b i 1 ity* 

Are you aware that G - bray Gill represented David 
Ferris in the alleged case of extortion? 

1 am not aware Of the alleged case of extortion. 

1 am a we r c th a fc G . Wr ay G 1 11 ru p r e s an l , >1 ' Da * i d Per r I n .. 

Arc yon auaro that Lwo wilsftfess&s for the prosecution^ 
M i ch •. cl Cr oucl is t and John C a uer , and the P, *? / u >: e Del 
John H. 'lull a h y c o : , ■ - r. i c • - c d t o Wr ay Gill, r sr r ie'r 
a v. Uoi i. •;:*.• , the ... ij:., y d : d . de s i / e to t f. s n i f > i: r 

the prosecution prior to the trial of the cas«? 

I am not: 

Are you aware that Kray Gill conwrilcated this to 
D.vv* id Ferric? 

X am no 1 awate o ' t! .a . 


C HANDLER: 






WAPJH Do you hav* any £fc?lartatie-» , vitr. in the ml:- cf 

EpeeuXatiorn why, vhcr the et:or-xc fcr - r lr r;r 1=: . 
line*? -hte the? Stx-re’r v trcssu? • .fe\:_3 net 

' ■ 

District Attorney's office? 

CHfil’IDLETr;: in the realm of specu lei ion it is possible that the 

defendant is 'unaware that the case is in this 
si tuition * 

WJiKD: Then your whole hypothesis would be based or. the lac) 

of communication or lack of knowledge of David ferric, 
the defendant, in the action taken by his attorney 
and the witnesses? 

C HAK0hSRs My hypothesis on what? 

WARD: That there was money paid to a former employee ox 

the District Attorney's office, 

CHANDLER; I don't recall that X said this was my hypothesis. 

WARD: Have you ever alleged or inferred in any manner that 

a former employee of the District Attorney's office 
received money to intercede in any case in which 
David Ferric was charged in the Criminal District 
Court? 

CHANDLER: T decline to answer, 

WARD: , Are you saying tSsal you decline to answer on the 

grounds that it may tend to incriminate you ? 


CHANDLER: Yes and I have no benefit of cciunscl , 

WARD : Do you realise that you, fey your refusal to answer, 

arc saying that you possibly have commit tod an act 
which may be a cri;o and in violation of the laws of 
* the State of Louis* ana? 

CHANDLER: I don't realize that at all. I an ignorant in the 

nature of the lav and 1 have no counsel and l decline 
to answer on the grounds that it may tend to incrlni 
inale me. 


TESTIMONY WAS CONCLUDED, 


SUPPLEMENTAL : 

CHANDLER: Is that all? 

Well, you have now executed and completed the Grand 
Jury subpoena. Why vot^d you ever think that any- 
body would pay money to any n r bor of thv District 
Attorney's office — to Gervais — to dispose of a 
ease v; hich co u 3 cl not b b tr i c d ? 


VvAUD : 





It i - i :>t rr*y J: — by r.at'-.-c a.-.i tr£ ir. :r.^ — 
what I ri row or s lc on 1'.:' vitc-t*' c ~.C res v:hat c c:\_- 
back togma — as a feedback- 

WARD; *1 don't object to your technique but what X do chjac- 

to is v;hcn the bread is poisoned, when it is a 
maJ lei on 5 lie and when it is so devastating. When 
you do this you are eng aging in unethical practices 

CHAjSDLERs Well, everybody is entitled to his own opinion. 

WAKD: My opinion of you is that you are an unethical 

pr act i t loner - 

CHANDLEK: Is that all? 

WARD? V7e may proceed fi r with this in the ■Grand Jury 

and 1 now advise y; to secure the advice and service 
of a lawyer to advise you in this matter. 

mhumm: i will. 




November 10, 1967 


TO: JIM GARRISON, District Attorney 

FROM; CHARLES R. WARD, Chief Assistant D. A. 

RE: DEPOSITION OF DAVID CHANDLER 

it**************************** 


As you can see from the attached copy of 
David Chandler's deposition, Chandler has now changed his 
story, when first he spoke with Louis Ivon he alleged 
that a bribe was offered to a member of the District 
Attorney's office to dismiss the suit wherein David Ferrie 
was charged with extortion. This suit was dismissed by 
Frank Klein in December, 1962, when it was apparent the 
victim would not testify. 

When it became apparent to Chandler that 
everyone would realize the allegations were false, he then 
tried to charge that the bribe was offered to release 
David Ferrie from arrest and charges when he was arrested 
in 1963, in connection with the investigation into the 
assassination of President Kennedy. 


CHARLES R. WARD 


CRW/Ieb 


From the De^k of 
JIM GARRISON 


TH+p Ju l y 18 1 19 68 


To. 


Numa Bertel 


tJuma: 

I have spoken with Jim and he wants to go ahead 
with the appeal in this matter. Please expedite 
the handling of this case. 


CRW 







TO i Charles R . Ward# Chief Assistant D. Ah 

UNITED STATE 5 COUNT OP APPEALS 
fifth CIRCUIT 


Office of the Clerk 


EDY'ARD Y/ ADS';/ ORTH 

Clerk 


July 15, 1968 


400 Royal Street 
Now Orleans, La, 


I!D 4 Louise Korns 
Assistant District Attorney 
2700 Tula ns Ave* 

New Orleans, La* 

Rc : Jim Garrison, et nl vs, David L* Chandler 


Dear Sir: 

You are hereby notified that tmon the expiration of 
fifteen (15) days from this date, the appeal in the 
rofox'enced cause will be referred to the Court for 
dismissal for want of prosecution, unless within that 
time you remedy your present default undo:* the rules, 
which default is your failure to pay the docketing 
fee and withdraw the record for reproduction within 
the ten (10) day period fixed by Rule 23(a)* 


Very truly yours, 
EDWARD 17AD3UOJITH 



By 



cc: Hr, Cicero C, Sessions 


> 


il 


INTERROGATION OF DAVID CHANDLER BY CHIEF ASSISTANT DISTRICT 
ATTORNEY CHARLES R. WARD ON THURSDAY, JANUARY 27, 1967 FROM 
APPROXIMATELY 9 1 2 0 a - m ■ TO 9:40 a . m ■ 

i/ 

WARD: YOU were subpoenaed because we are aware of an 

allegation of a bribe in this office. The purpose 
of the questioning is to determine what you know 
about the allegation of a bribe relative to the 
case of David Ferrie- V?henever we uncover or hear 
of a rumor in which allegations such as this arc 
involved, .we are preparing a case for presentation 
to the Grand Jury. We are preparing a case now 
like we prepare any other case because we consider 
it a serious matter when anybody in our office is 
questioned of their integrity. The testimony is 
going to be recorded in lieu of the Grand Jury 
subpeona. I am sure you are aware of the conse- 
quences of any answers or testimony after I give you 
the oath. This is a result possibly of remarks 
which you have passed on to us in the past but other 
persons have also. 

Do you swear that you will testify truly and truth- 
fully as to the testimony you are about to give in 
the matter of the in the case 

of David w. Ferrie? 

CHANDLER: I swear . 


WARD: 


You are under oath. 


INTT^ROGATIOIT Q? DAVID CEA3SDLBR 3Y CHI ASSISTANT DISTRICT 
ATTORNEY CHARLES R. WARD ON THURSDAY , JANUARY 27, 1957 FRO'-; 
AggROXlI-lATSLY 9:20 a ,.ti„. TO . .9 : 4JL « 


WARD : 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLERS 

WARD; 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 


State your name - 

Dav id Chandler . * 

What is your address? 

724 Governor Kicholls* 

Occupation? 

Journalist. 

Marital Status? 

Married. 

To whom arc you married? 

Patricia Morin Chandler. 

What is your wife's occupation or profession? 
Journalist . 

How long have you been so employed or engaged in 
this profession? 

Nine years. 

What was your employment or occupation on 
December 28 , 1962? 

Journalist * 

Were you employed by any corporation or any particular 
person at that time? 

Times-Picayune , Inc. 

Where were you residing then? 

i 

To the best of my knowledge at 533 Dumaine. 

Do you know one David Ferrie? 

Yes . 

Do you know him personally? 

I have met him ** talked to him. 

When? 

December, 1966. 


WARD: 

Where? 

CHANDLER : 

Lake front Airport* 

WARD: 

Who was present? 

CHANDLER: 

Mr* Lynn Pelham and other persons whose names I can't 
answer because I don*t have my notes with me* 

WARD:, 

Prior to that time? 

CHANDLER: 

No* 

WARD: 

Was that your first personal acquaintance with him? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of my knowledge, yes. 

WARD: 

Are you acquainted with the charge against David 
Ferrie relative to extortion and intimidation of a 
witness which charge was in the Criminal District 
Court? 

CHANDLER: 

No, 

WARD: 

Do you know the alleged victim of the extortion, 
John cater, in that case? 

CHANDLER: 

Not to the best of my knowledge* 

WARD: 

Do you know one of the alleged witnesses, Michael 
Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of my knowledge, no* 

WARD- 

Did you have any knowledge of this case in December, 
1962? 

CHANDLER; 

NO. 

WARD: 

When did you first acquire know ledge of the case of 
the State vs. David Ferrie relative to extortion? 

CHANDLER: 

Here and now . 

WARD: 

Are you saying that today is the first time you have 
had knowledge of the facts in the case of the State 
vs, David Ferrie in the matter of extortion? 

CHANDLER; 

Yes. 

WARD: 

Are you acquainted with anything to the fact situation 
concerning David Ferrie wherein he was charged in the 
Criminal District Court? 

CHANDLER: 

I had heard that he was charged. 

WARD: 

From whom? 


ckandllSc: 

This whole thing c o;. rs as a surprise* Without 
counsel I decline to answer on th£ grounds that it 
will tend to incriminate me, 

1 

WARD: 

Did you inform Detective Louis Ivon and Max Gor.sales 
that there was a bribe or there was money given to 
a former employee or investigator of the District 
Attorney 1 a office to intervene in this case? 

CHANDLER; 

Did I inform them of this? No, 

WARD: 

What did you say? 

CHANDLER: 

To the best of ny knowledge I asked them if this was 
pos s iblc * 

WARD: ■ 

What caused you to ask this question? £ 

CHANDLER: 

It 'is a routine question in my line of work. 

WARD: 

Did you ask the question about any other case? 

CHANDLER: 

Ask these two particular gentlemen questions on any 
other case? 

WARD: 

Why did you select the case of David Ferrie to ask 
questions? 

CHANDLER: 

Because it was the case I was interested in at that 
moment * 

WARD: 

Did you have any prior information about the charge 
that would cause you to ask about this case? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me* I have no counsel to advise me* 

WARD: 

When did you first learn of the facts which led you 
to ask this question? 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

To whom did you first communicate this information? 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Why did you wait to disclose this information if you 
had it in the past? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

Are you aware that the victim and the witness in this 
case both declined to testify for . the State referring 
to the case of extortion of David Ferrie? 

CHANDLER: 

The victim and 

WARD: 

The witness* 


CHANDLER: 


No, I am not aware of that* 



i ■ 

WARD; 

Are you aware that the victi::., John Qatar, end the 
witness, Miches 1 Crouchs t f declined to testify for 
the State when the case was set for trial? 

CHANDLER: 

1 am not aware of that. 

WARD: 

Are you also aware that Reverend John H, Mullahy of 
the Society of Jesus intervened for David Ferrie and 
requested a new investigation in light of the sworn 
statements of the victim and witness, John Cater and 
Michael Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: 

X am not aware of that, no. 

WARD; 

Are you aware that Michael Crouchet and John Cater, 
although subpoenaed to testify refused to do so on 
the date the case was called for trial? 

CHANDLER: 

I am not aware of that. 

WARD: 

Do you have any information that would indicate that 
either Michael Crouchet or John Cater received any- 
thing of value in order not to talk - to induce them 
not to testify? 

CHANDLER: 

X decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD ; 

Do you have any information that Reverend John H. 
Mullahy received anything of value to induce him to 
intervene for the defendant David Ferrie. 

CHANDLER; 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me* 

WARD: 

Do you have any knowledge of the case which was 
filed in Jefferson Parish in which Michael Crouchet 
and John Cater were witnesses? 

CHANDLER: 

On a case filed in Jefferson Parish in which these 
two were witnesses? No. 

WARD; 

Are you aware that David Ferrie was charged with 
obscenity in Jefferson Parish and that Michael 
Crouchet and John Cater were alleged witnesses in 
this case? 

CHANDLER: 

Of the case in toto, no, I am not aware . 

WARD; 

Do you have any knowledge of the disposition of the 
Jefferson Parish case? 

CHANDLER; 

X have none. 

WARD: 

Are you aware of the date the Jefferson Parish case 
was dismissed? 

CHANDLER: 

I am not . 


WARD: 

Wh y would anyone offer a bribe to dismiss a case 
relative to extortion of a witness in a csss where 
the primary case with the -witness to testify has 
been dismissed. 

CHANDLER : 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

HARD: 

Why would anyone offer a bribe for any intercession 
in a case where the two witnesses to the alleged 
criminal act have declined to testify for the State? 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Do you know of any rational reason or explanation 
that would induce someone to give money to anyone 
to dismiss an untriable case? 

CHANDLER: 

Sp'eaking from the realm of speculation or from my 
own knowledge? 

WARD: 

Your own knowledge. 

CHANDLER: 

I decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

WARD: 

Since the case is untriable v/hen the witnesses 
decline to testify for the State, why should anyone 
who is sane give money to anyone in the District 
Attorney's office to intercede? In the realm of 
speculation. 

CHANDLER: 

In the realm of speculation it is possible that the 
person offering the bribe may be unaware that the 
District Attorney’s office has made a decision not 
to try the case. This is one possibility'. 

WARD: 

Are you aware that G - Wray Gill represented David 
Ferrie in the alleged case of extortion? 

CHANDLER: 

I am not aware of the alleged case of extortion. 

I am aware that G. Wray Gill represented David Ferris 

WARD: 

Are you aware that two witnesses for the prosecution 
Michael Crouchet and John Cater, and the Reverend 
John H. Mullahy communicated to Wray Gill, Ferrie 1 s 
attorney, that they did not desire to testify for 
the prosecution prior to the trial of the case? 

CHANDLER; 

I am not. 

WARD: 

Are you aware that Wray Gill communicatee! this to 
David Ferrie? 

CHANDLER ; 

I am not aware of that. 


WARD: Do vox: have any exploration, within the realm of 

speculation, why, Whan the attorney for the defendant 
knew that the State's witnesses would not testify, 
the defendant would offer a bribe to anyone in the 
District Attorney's office? 

CHANDLER: In the realm of speculation it is possible that the 

defendant is unaware that the case is in this 
situation. 

WARD : Then your whole hypothesis would be based on the lack 

of communication or lack of knowledge of David Ferric , 
the defendant, in the action taken by his attorney 
and the witnesses? 

. CHANDLER : 

WARD: 


CHANDLER; 

WARD; 


CHANDLER: 


My hypothesis on what? 

That there was money paid to a former employee of 
the District Attorney's office. 

X don't recall that I said this was my hypothesis 

Have you ever alleged or inferred in any manner that 
a former employee of the District Attorney's office 
received money to intercede in any case in which 
David Ferrie was charged in the Criminal District 
Court? 

I decline to answer. 


WARD: Are you saying that you decline to answer on the 

grounds that it may tend to incriminate you ? 

CHANDLER: Yes and I have no benefit of counsel. 

WARD: Do you realize that you, by your refusal to answer, 

are saying that you possibly have committed an act. 
which may be a crime and in violation of the laws of 
the State of Louisiana? 

CHANDLER: I don't realize that at all. I am ignorant in the 

nature of the law and I have no counsel and I decline 
to answer on the grounds that it may tend to incrim- 
inate me , 


TESTIMONY WAS CONCLUDED.. 


SUPPLEMENTAL: 

CHANDLER: Is that all? 

WARD; Well, you have now executed and completed the Grand 

Jury subpoena . Why would you ever think that any- 
body would pay money to any member of the District 
Attorney's offioa -- to Gervais — to dispose of a 
case which could not be tried? 


GHKD&SRs 

WARD; 

* 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

■ CHANDLER: 
WARD: 

CHANDLER; 


It is pert of say job -- by nature and training -- 
that I thrc-v 'brs:-.d on tbs water and i ^ what. c:r,z 
back to me — as a feedback. 

, ‘ * t 

I don't object to your technique but what I do object 
to is when the bread is poisoned, when it is a 
malicious lie and when it is so devastating. When 
you do ’this you are engaging in unethical practices* 

Well, everybody is entitled to his own opinion. 

My opinion of you is that you are an unethical 
practitioner * 

Is that all? 

We may proceed further with this in the Grand Jury 
and I now advise you to secure the advice and services 
of ,a lawyer to advise you in this matter - 

I will* 




-.-S' 




INTERROGATION OF DAVID CHANDLER BY CHIEF ASSISTANT DISTRICT 
ATTORNEY CHARLES R - WARD ON THURSDAY, JANUARY 27, 1967 FROM 
APPROXIMATELY 9:20 a.m. TO 9:40 a.in. 


WARD: 


CHANDLER: 


You were subpoenaed because we are aware of an 
allegation of a bribe in this office. The purpose 
of the questioning is to determine what you know 
about the allegation of a bribe relative to the 
case of David Ferrie, Whenever we uncover or hear 
of a rumor in which allegations such as this are 
involved, we are preparing a case for presentation 
to the Grand Jury. We are preparing a case now 
like we prepare any other case because we consider 
it a serious matter when anybody in our office is 
questioned of their integrity. The testimony is 
going to be recorded in lieu of the Grand Jury 
subpeona. I am sure you are aware of the conse- 
quences of any answers or testimony after I give you 
the oath. This is a result possibly of remarks 
which you have passed on to us in the past but other 
persons have also. 

Do you swear that you will testify truly and truth- 
fully as to the testimony you are about to give in 
the matter of the in the case 

of David W- Ferrie? 

I swear . 


WARD; 


You are under oath. 


